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Remarks 

The various parts of the Office Action (and other matters, if any) are discussed 
below under appropriate headings. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

The Examiner's indication of the allowability of claims 1 , 4-9, and 15-17 is 
appreciated. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 10 and 1 1 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite. Specifically, the Examiner said that it was unclear whether claim 10 is 
directed to a system with a single mount and a single adapter, or to a single mount that 
uses a plurality of adapters simultaneously. 

Claim 10 has been amended to clarify that the system, like a kit, includes a 
single mount and a plurality of adapters. This clarifying amendment is not believed to 
introduce any new issues. A single adapter is selected for use with the mount, and only 
one adapter is used with the mount at any one time. In support, see specification, page 
9, line 20 through page 10, line 3. Withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. 

Telephione Interview 

I thank the Examiner for her willingness to resolve this last issue in an 
expeditious manner. 

In a telephone interview on June 17, 2008, the Examiner said that she did not 
have time to discuss this case, but that recent events should be documented for the 
record. On April 4, 2008 the undersigned telephoned the Examiner, left a voicemail 
message, and faxed a draft proposed amendment (to the Examiner's personal fax 
number, 571-273-6814) with a request for a telephone interview. On June 16, 2008 the 
undersigned followed up with another fax of the draft proposed amendment (to the Art 
Unit fax number, 571-273-6814), and followed up with telephone call to the Examiner 
on June 17, 2008. 

In the June 17, 2008 telephone call the Examiner confirmed receipt of the 
proposed amendment, but said that she did not have time to consider it and she asked 
me to formally file a response. I asked the Examiner to initiate a telephone interview if 
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the amendment does not place the application in condition for allowance, and the 
Examiner encouraged me to call her again to follow up on the status of the application. 

Conclusion 

In view of the foregoing amendment, the application is believed to be in condition 
for allowance. On behalf of the Applicant, I request a telephone interview to resolve 
any remaining issues. 

Respectfully submitted, 

RENNER, OTTO, BOISSELLE & SKLAR, LLP 

/Christopher B. Jacobs 37853/ 

By 

Christopher B. Jacobs, Reg. No. 37,853 

1621 Euclid Avenue 
Nineteenth Floor 
Cleveland, Ohio 44115 
(216) 621-1113 
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